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12th January 1982 


Dear Jack, 

Proposed New Application corresponding to 
7 German Application P 31 05 456* 

I ^ a PMTl036-'T€ase 28247) - Our File: 24366 


I enclose for your approval a copy of the -revised specification and claims 
for use in this case. I should be grateful if you could let me have your 
approval or comments in the near future. 

We have over a month to go before the European application must be filed, 
although we shall have to despatch the papers to Finland at an earlier 
date. Nevetheless, minor corrections can readily be made by telex to Finland, 
even though the basic translation may have been put in hand. 

In adapting the specification for filing in the European Patent Office, I .. 
have revised the idiomatic use of the language and the technical terminology 
_to some extent. No doubt you will let me know if the inventors find any 
problem with the revised wording. Similarly, I have revised the claims to 
conform to the usual European standard. 

The original German application had a number of specifically German features, 
notably the reliance of the general description on reference to the claims by 
number, and certain aspects of the arrangement of the claims. I believe 
these should be changed for general European purposes. 

Finally, X should mention that X have omitted from the main claim the numerical 
limits on the thickness of the tipping paper, and indeed the fact that the 
tipping material is paper. The specification contains references to the use 
of the invention in cigars and cigarillos as well as cigarettes, and it is not 
clear that the wrapper will always be paper in such cases. Furthermore, the 
numerical limits differ drastically as between the early part of the specification, 
which agrees with the claims (0.1 to 1.0 mm) whereas there is an additional 
statement at the end of the description that the operable thickness is 0.3 to 
1.5 mm. In my revision I have tried to retain coverage for all these various 
limits. 

Cont .... 
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Although not specifically requested in this case, I am sending a copy of 
the revised text to Richmond, in case it may be of'some assistance to them. 



Enc: Revised specification 

c.c. Patent Counsel, Philip Morris Inc.. Richmond. 
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